
From: Farolino, Shane

To: James Turner/R6/USEPA/US@EPA

cc: Jamie Bradsher/R6/USEPA/US@EPA; Mark Peycke/R6/USEPA/US@EPA; 
Farolino, Shane

Subject: RE: Jones Hamilton 104(e) Response
Date: 04/07/2010 04:43 PM

Jim:
 
I will review this matter with my contact for JHC -- he is out this week on vacation, however.  Thus, 
I will likely be next week before I am able to respond to your email below.
 
Thanks.
 
Shane
 

Shane A. Farolino  
Roetzel & Andress  
222 South Main Street  
Suite 400  
Akron, Ohio  44308  
Direct Dial:  (330) 849-6680  
Facsimile:  (330) 376-4577  
Cell:  (330) 620-2189 

Both Shane Farolino and Roetzel & Andress intend that this message be used 
exclusively by the addressee(s).  This message may contain information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  
Unauthorized disclosure or use of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you 
have received this communication in error, please permanently dispose of the 
original message and notify Shane Farolino immediately at 330-376-2700.  
Thank you.

 
 

From: Turner.James@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Turner.James@epamail.epa.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, April 07, 2010 5:06 PM 
To: Farolino, Shane 
Cc: Bradsher.Jamie@epamail.epa.gov; Peycke.Mark@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Jones Hamilton 104(e) Response 
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Mr. Farolino, in reviewing the CERCLA 104(e) response letter dated August 28, 
2009 (and enclosures) of Robert James for the Jones-Hamilton Company (JHC) 
of Walbridge, Ohio, I have noted that in response to question no. 1, the answer 
was prefaced in part with the statement "Further, JHC requests that this 
information be held as confidential."  It is unclear from the JHC letter what is 
considered to be confidential, since the information that immediately follows is 
nothing more than a list of JHC corporate officers, employees, and counsel who 
were represented as being involved in the  preparation of the response, along 
with their corporate or law office contact information.  Does this constitute a 
contention by JHC that all or some part its 104(e) response and enclosures is 
considered to be Confidential Business Information (CBI)?   As you may be 
aware, EPA handling of CBI is governed by the regulations set forth at 40 CFR 
Part 2, Subpart B.  I would appreciate your advising me (by reply to this email if 
desired) as to whether JHC is claiming that all or parts of its 104(e) response are 
CBI?  If so, please describe the information JHC contends is covered by the 
claim.  Thanks and take care.  
      
James L. Turner 
Senior Attorney  
Office of Regional Counsel (6RC-S) 
U.S. EPA Region 6 
1445 Ross Avenue, Ste. 1200  
Dallas, Texas 75202-2733 
E-Mail:  Turner.James@epa.gov 
Ph:   (214) 665-3159 
Fax: (214) 665-6460 
 
NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential 
information.  If you are not the intended recipient, or believe you have received 
this communication in error, please immediately contact the sender and delete 
the copy you received, and do not print, copy, re-transmit, disseminate, or 
otherwise use the information.  Thank you. 
 
 
 
 
 
Any federal tax advice contained herein or in any attachment hereto is not 
intended to be used, and cannot be used, to (1) avoid penalties imposed 
under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) support the promotion or 
marketing of any transaction or matter. This legend has been affixed to 
comply with U.S. Treasury Regulations governing tax practice. 
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